Dissensual Interfaces 103 of a long-term prospect, despite the rhetoric which clearly points to the priority nature of the visa issue.
The EU and Russia reaffirm their commitment to ensure that EU enlargement will bring the EU and Russia closer together in a Europe without dividing lines, inter alia by creating a common space of freedom, security and justice. The EU and Russia underline the importance of people-to-people contacts in promoting mutual understanding between our citizens . . . We confirm our intention to facilitate visa issuance for Russian and EU citizens on a reciprocal basis and plan to launch negotiations in 2004 with a view to concluding an agreement. We will continue to examine the conditions for
visa-free travel as a long-term perspective. ( Joint Statement on EU Enlargement and EU-Russia Relations)
The integrative nature of the Russian proposals for visa-free travel appears to be self-evident. Russia's proposals for a mutual abolition of visas are a perfect illustration of the attempt at a construction of a common space of the free movement of people. 59 The very notion of the free movement of people across the boundaries of sovereign states displaces the ontopological ideal of sovereignty, with its distinction between the 'inside' of freedom, security and identity and the 'outside' of difference, danger and enmity. The common space of free movement, of the kind that already exists in the EU (not merely the Schengen area) for EU residents, is the best example of the process that Ruggie (1998) refers to as 'unbundling territoriality' through uncoupling the linkage between territory and identity that is constitutive of sovereignty. This, of course, is not to say that a simple abolition of visa regimes would immediately effect the transcendence of sovereign statehood and the advent of world unity, but merely to suggest that inside the visa-free domains the logic of sovereignty is weakened or suspended in its function of constitution and maintenance of the political community. A space of free movement across sovereign borders dismantles the strict self/other coordinates presupposed by ontopology, and opens the political community to the continuous presence and circulation of Otherness. If the ontopological ideal is defined in terms of 'identity-in-location', the space of free movement may be approached in terms of 'identity-incirculation'. At the same time, unless this common space of free movement is truly global, it remains a bounded space and hence a space delimited by the logic of sovereignty. The already-existing European common space of free movement is thus limited by the borders of the
